go               History of Local Rates

inhabitants of St. Leonard's, Shoreditch, appealed to
the sessions against a rate in which personal estates
were not assessed. The magistrates quashed the rate,
and ordered the overseers to make another. This
they did, but they taxed real estate ten times more in
proportion than personal, and the magistrates quashed
this rate also. Their right to set aside a whole rate
was questioned before the King's Bench, but the court
did not enter on the merits of the question.1 Eight
years later, in 1706, the question was put to Chief
Justice Holt whether a farmer was chargeable in
respect of his stock as well as a tradesman in respect
of his stock-in-trade. Holt answered the question in
the affirmative, but three of his brethren disagreed
with him, and decided that a farmer was not liable
and that a tradesman was. The farmer in question
seems to have been rated in respect of certain stock
which he possessed over and above his ordinary neces-
sary stock for carrying on his business as a fanner.
It was noted in this case that farmers had never been
so taxed before, nor tradesmen till within recent years,
and it was said to be usual to tax clothiers, &c.2

In the next fifty years nothing very definite seems
to have been decided on the subject by the courts, and
the usage of not taxing men in respect of movables, or
of taxing them at an absurdly low rate, became so con-
firmed in many parishes that the judges hesitated to
upset it by a clear declaration of the law. A great
many cases came before them, but they were always
decided on rather technical grounds, which left matters

1  Salkeld, Reports, vol. ii. p. 483.

2  Lord Raymond, Reports, p. 1280; Viner, Abridgment^ s.v. "Poor,"
p. 426.